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Tif f?R#, 22 2001 

IT. ^tl£Tmft/40/2000-faf%*T.—TOW miTT 3TfVPpw, 1963 ( 1963 WT 38 ) wt WTT 48 SRT yi9tfl4i 
WT imW *♦><<! RUFTtFT W^|f ,e b mftWOT ■j.O'^SKl tlVl'l ■STT^tTJtTR HTH 'WIT 20 9H/l tI 3TfMW Tlci 

m: ttpift (INt % 9 z) ^ srr% 26 ftrcrrarc, 2000 % aiT^?r$ ttoIwt wmr 1 1 


31^t 

HPTcir >FT, ^tpT^/40/2000 -fc|1^ 

RrR ^ll'U - 3U^cfJ 

(TjRcrft, 2001 % 5g f^^jj 7raT ) 

?*r mtomT ^ rfpwt ^nrif gm utufh ^ arwq utfT & fot* 'Mrft ipr (M fcire) 

JTHrtf' ^ u#j?[ 3nt?T 1 0 4W 1 999 ^ mf^T fcflI 


2. ITKJU fcfRT Tirr spren^ 3R fcpETR mfSfWJT 3 & RPT^ *t 

Wt f<vTIcP 26 f%?U<R 2000 <fr 3TTc^ A TRTttpf %ZfT, MFT c^T ft-Rf&feu HW ^ 

w ^Tnw 


"(i) ?rr wrffeRp^trr f^w i o wtr i 999 arr^ A cfuj & fcuj Tftm 

cT<j> feiTf vjfrmr £ ^ tjtui % psr jraW ^ w] % # 10 wRiviu 


in 01/2001 


(U 
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wf (an^iPrcb) repfa fa sfa fa faRrpr urmM ffateft anfap gTP ffafaffar 50 wfervid apr 
fa WET reflPfa?faPTI 

(ii) refafafat faff fapf afR ffaref gm fa rep fa pfaf fa rerc Prfa trfa prfa piptp fa pptfa 
fa 1 0 TTfemeT fap MPK (aH^HlPlfa pfat el'IRPl, aTP? VtH fa Plfa PM pefa PTeft fapf 
fa 3PJWPP, tr^PcT, WPeT, aPP Plfa gRT ffap? P? ffa? UfFt fa PP?P far fa 

anyMarer afar fafa zpr^ft fa pnfa p ffap w wen fat aft? ?pfa Mffanppip>p pip nrfa 

PRTP fa PPM & afat faftfa 3RIPT ffa?T? T? eft fa Plfap fapf P? JlfahT PRfa 

arffanfar pprt amPT fatwr ffapprerfafl 

3. refafafa fa an? 26 ftfcTPR 2000 fa fp arrfap fa Pi^faiRre refaf fa fafatrp re aryfar refa §? 

arKTIEftP JEF^cf tor fa : 

(I) ffapfa 26 ffarPP? 2000 & anfan fa fa?T 5 (I) afR 6 (li) fa arffaffaf&d PF wr Rleft Pffa & 
ffa fagpy ppmrfa fa fare, refafafa fa fafap ffap pt ftp refaM A fafa fare rerfa fa 
farerer pfa fa afR sp arTfai fa fa ffa? ar^far ffam m i Ppfa fa pcfaa - &rr ffa far 
ffafar rent fa ffa? fafa fare irefa got fa£ prerer fa pfa eft I fa prep t fanfare 
arc ?n4)iftfa fa arpfap fal fapi fa arc req ppi t, fap re ffap rei £ 

(li) ?P*Mfa fa 3Prfa faPEP 15 ffafTC? 2000 fa W5( fa Tire TIP fa \Jwfa ffaPT ui fa Plfa 

pm % wre? fa ffa? rep ptp far re refp p refa pt fa^ anrer rent fa ppfa 4 
rerfa fa grjfa Ptfpip i o% ppy ?fa pmr; fag, Prafa refa fa prpfa y p -rp> ppr pfa 
?faM 

(ill) prfairep fa anfap 4 fafa fare refa fa hbpr fa fap rep ^trt fapf re retp p refa 

re ppRf fa rejfa re arm amre afR Prafp fapf rererfa fa $ l fafar refa re fa fp 
prqprpf re ffatPR refa fa 5 P rerp fa fafa gfa ffafar re rerer fafar refaffa s^rfa p^tpp 
rere fa erfa fa ffafap arffapy p?pt afR amfa?refapp> fa rew aft? arffafafi farpigp 
fare? rerp fa ffafap fa «r^M fafa fa rep fa rerm fa fafarepncd> fafai 

§fafap ppfafafa P ?pfa §p anfap fa pfasn refa afR tfa fare renfa fa pqfa fa 
ffafap refa fa fafap refa fa fa? fafapp prfa gyfa re arffar ffapr fa i 

4. pprep arPfafa afR ppp ffare-ffarfa fa arrare re ffapfafap f^rfa nree fafa ^ : 

(l) 15 ffad«R 2000 fa ?r^py ^gppfa fa fare ffa p? Pfa fa arffafag fa rer pctpt t 

ffa ?p#M fa pffafffa fa pf pefas fare re fa rep re fafa fare' fa farerer pfa 
1 1 rep fa ?p rerp re arffarer farer ffafap refa fa pipfa fa pfa fa fat prep fa, reg. 
fan fafa fatre ffafcp pfaf fap w pti 5Pfa?, prfarere fa farfa 26 ffarnre 
2000 fa anfar fa far 5 (i) afR 6 (ii) fa fp fapre ^pprfa fa refarfa fa pfa ffaffa pre 
fatfat fai 



[ HFT in—4] MTOT 7pm : SWP4RW 

(ii) us -m % fin ii*r 4 Wf<ft 3 fi^rfin 15 ton? 2000 antf n* fi Nt infew nit 
ngm gnm^ wm nmr ^an an) &ncr anuitr nmnf % nwet 3 10 % ifin irtr 
( angurPnn) thinn 7 ?^ nn ncet^a finur an 1 tffij, nu me nit aRTTnaiFffij&n fern 
trjt #1 

(III) TpuM^t nft utf m\ upt, sn mfimRm % fton 10 wi 1 999 tort prt untto 
fin? nmt M fcweif % ainawui «n fifr? Pr4t kjtr3r m toT cff) xr 10 % &n 
jrtr (au^niPw>) Prater fto nur an 1 

mfSiwT finw 26 Rici«k 2000 % arfifn <Ri 7 (i) in anftn 10 nu«R 99 
an^T nn §n tor <nn nton argftfircT farm siraT t fin nun <P ewnR n>i nto n 
nM ^ nrRcfr 1 0 % to imR (angrifinn) nit ngcft in to 3 uton emru ntot tor) 1 

irt jnfimRm ifi aiton §m fto n? en^rn toton rt t}h4141c 5) nit tot <n ntn nit fifertcn 
firnfin 10 wsrc 99 & to?r sm nton ^ ^ nit fi&rfir 3 Hcurafifo st n^ & ; to 
10 % to jrtr (align iPw>) ngn nto nit fulfil ton arrow to wi fi aft 1 t^n 
to n?, Profa nto nit to itor (angnton) itf ngett nto nto % fir? to to 
toifern nit arrcmrn>cn niff £ 1 


(lv) win: 26 ftoro? 2000 h> to 7 (ii) & tom emu $> to & n^mr tor nnm st wto 
% nit Pi*nfiiRsw & : 

" • ■ - toxnRwm, nm nrft emin nit nr^rnr ^ annt ^ 1 t<nt siwt fn^pt 

r ctt n^ m^te pint ?ra arfiranJcf: nmn aiann finm wn 
Btl" 

% 7 (li) 7) nftf^ifiraf Pi fire nit n^ ^ at#n t^t feme nnR (angnrfifin) 

ngci niff fijnr mr^ti ?nnn ns anw ngf feiur mpn eiftn fin sn an^n tfi Irt / (i) ^ 
antfir f^ n^ # jthr nft ngeft f^Pre Pi^t nft ipfir: efcn nR% tm 7 (il) ^ anffir 
n^t n»t n^ w wft nPR^feinf P ^ pr ggg fiK nmpti 


(v) Refifin 26 Ricihr 2000 ^ 3ntn P nit^ nRefinn gfe araim an Pi ltd Pr^n niff ^ 
nanfit su an^r nit eng n>^t ^ amt fiRft m% ^ «nnt ^ Pm fin 7 nft Tneracft nn 
pRtTR finut w 11 
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5. ffkrb ipiuk Tl 3fR TUTU fklR-fkref 7f> SIW17 T7 71F UlffeRbUh 26 f^RH?R 2000 

& API-1 ATFhr ^RT 7 % rf>f P)*rifclRari gNl AI'JHW'I dRdl t ■ 

"7. iRrNTcRiI, cRRWt a US RT^TciiW fTT tjfocft REM R faff W ATcffal WFT 

ffj cfRUT t afR ftMfelf^cf fafa <ff7cff % ■ 

(I) 5?? Rltom in faw 1 0 fffffaf 1 999 m Alfal 3 cTPJ <ffk % fOff 

gff Tftffl clth UTftfal faff oTETI t fa ffTft UlcT (kft fcTtfa) AraWRPI fc fatf 

TfR in vjqw? <ffi irak ff cpk in Rfa) 3 i o% kr iraix (Aii-jHifab) cuik in 
«n^ ^ fajgr rtcihft faM 3rk?T gm farffai so wfanu iron in wh w irakt 

TklTl 

(II) k'tfa'M 'M) kff afR fkRf gM III) IfR ^crpr Aik fffa fffft 7TPTFT 

& fffflcl ^ 10% kr ITffK (AIF^lftcF) ffk etffffJffT, 3HT7 TrTT if> fffa fflef 
TE-ft kft AF(7?f TJ I, ij4 RTHRI, RTWRI, 3Fff tffcl'i gRI faff 1 ? 17 fa? ofk k 
cbTffh kr ai^lcWcIT Allfa fa* <fflffk 7) Tffcft ff faffT WI ffffAtl ffl 3fR ?fffa 
ifallWIThT dRT kl fcTT? k W & 3ffk kfa) Affffll faff? 77 eft fff 

wnfa fak <‘et irak <fffa aiffaikd: vJctrt '<ifi k i 


TTCT. UPW, 3T^W 
[kfm-ni/iv/i43/3raT./2000] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, Ihc 22nd January, 2001 


No. TAMP/40/2000-Misc.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority' for Major Ports hereby modifies its Order dated 26 
September, 2000 relating to heavy lift charges on packages weighing, over 20 MT at the Mumbai Port 
Trust, as in the Order appended hereto 
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SCHEDULE 


The Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) 


Applicant 


(Passed on this 5th day of January 2001) 

This Authority had passed an Order on 10 November 1909 relating to 'heavy lift 
charges' for common adoption by all the Major Port Trusts. 

2. Considering a representation submitted by the MANSA, this Authority modified the 
above order vide its Order dated 26 September 2000 in respect of MBPT, the operative portion of 
which reads as follows. 

"(i). This Authority’s Order dated 10 November 99 is modified in its application at the 
MBPT to the extent that the existing provision about levy of a 10% (notional) 
cranage charges, In cases of non-us© of the port’s equipment, will remain in force in 
place of the 50% charge prescribed by the impugned order. 

(ii). The MBPT shall not levy the 10% (notional) cranage oharge in cases of heavy lifts 
by cranes and gears which do not belong to the port, if the ports heavy lift cranes 
could not be spared for reasons like maintenance, overhaul, repairs, non availability 
of the crane because of being hired by another party, etc. and; consequently when 
the heavy lifts have to be landed or shipped necessarily by the use of the ship's own 
derrickB or hired private cranes.” 

3. The MBPT has now submitted a representation requesting to amend the Order 
dated 20 September 2000, for the following reasons: 

(i). The statement recorded in Para 5(i) and 6 (ii) of the Order dated 26 September 
2000 that during the joint hearing, the MBPT indicated that it did not have the 
concept of heavy lift charges and requested for exemption from the Order is not 
correct What was stated was that there was no concept of heavy lift charges for 
export cargo Be that as it may, the request of the MBPT, as stated now, has been 
noted. 


In its letter dated 15 September 2000, the MBPT has explicitly stated that the levy 
of charges for not using Port Trust crane for handling of heavy lifts be retained at 
the present level of 10%; but only in case of import cargo and not export cargo for 
which there will be no separate charges. 

In the Authority’s Order levy of charges for non-use of Port Trust cranes for 
handling heavy lift cargo is meant both for import and export operations. The 
extension of these provisions to export cargo will affect exports through the Port as 
it will lead to increase in handling cost making exports more expensive and 
incompetitive and also be counter productive of Port’s efforts to boost exports 
through the Port by granting additional incentives. 


The MBPT has, therefore, requested us to review the order and issue amendment 
to exclude export cargo from the levy of heavy lift charges. 
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4 Based on the records available, and based on a collective applicailon of mind, the 

following position emerges: 

(I) The records of argumen+s made dunng the joint hearing held on 15 September 
201X3 show that the representative of MBPT mentioned that the Port did not have 
the concept of 'heavy lift 1 The Port may have Intended to make th'.s statement only 
'h respect of export cargo cases, but, such a specific suhrrussu i was not made 
The paragraphs 5(i) and 6(il) of this Authority’s Order dated 26 September 2000, 
therefore, reflect the correct position of the joint hearing proceedings 


(n) It Is true that the MBPT in its letter dated 15 September 2000 (received by this 
Authority after the joint heanng) has mentioned about retaining the (notional) 
cranage charge of 10% only in case of Import cargo This point has, however, been 
inadvertently missed 

(in) The Scale of Rates of the MBPT, before it was amended by this Authority's Order 
dated 10 November 99, prescnbed a 10% (notional) cranage charge for use of 
private equipment for landing of heavy lifts 

This Authority's Order dated 26 September 2000 under paragraph 7(i) approves 
modification of its earlier Order dated 10 November 99 in its a* Plication at the 
MBPT to the extent that the existing provision about levy of 10% (notional) cranage 
charge, In cases of non-use of the port’s equipment, will remain In force 

With the above modification ordered by this Authonty, the position in the Scale of 
Rates of the MBPT before its amendment by Order dated 10 November 99 reverts, 
and, the position was of charging 10% (notional) cranage charges only in respect of 
Import cargo That being so, no further amendment of the Authority’s Order to 
exclude export cargo from the levy of (notional) cranage charges is necessary 

(iv) Possibly, the confusion may have ansen due to the wording of thi? Ust sentence of 
paragraph 700 of the Order dated 26 Septembei 2000 which reads is follows 

" consequently, when the heavy lifts have to bo l anded or 
shipped necessarily by the ship’s own derricks or hired 
private cranes ” 

Paragraph 7(ii) stipulates the circumstances under which heavy lift (notional) charge 
shall not be levied It can not be seen to mean that such charges aw to bo levied in 
all circumstances not mentioned under para 7(ii), with a total disregard to a specific 
stipulation about levy of such a charge is made under para 7(i) of the Order 

(v) Eventhough there Is no factual error or unintended stipulation made In the order 
dated 26 September 2000, the wording in paragraph 7 is elaborated further to avoid 
any confusion in the application of the Order 

5 In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application 

of mind, the Authority approves substitution of paragraph 7 of its Order dated 26 September 2000 by 
the following 

"7 In the result, and for the reasons given above, this Authority vacates the interim stay 
granted in this case earlier and decides as follows 


(i) This Authority’s Order dated 10 November 99 is modified in its application 
at the MBPT to the extent that the existing provision about levy of a 10% 
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(notional) cranage charge, in cases of ncn-use of the port’s equipment for 
landing of heavy lifts, will remain in force in place of the 50% charge 
prescribed by the Impugned order. 

The MBPT shall not levy the 10% (notional) cranage charge in cases of 
heavy lifts by cranes and gears which do not belong to the port, if the port's 
heavy lift cranes can not be spared for reasons like maintenance, overhaul, 
repairs, non availability of the crane because of being hired by another 
party, etc.; and, consequently, wnen the heavy lifts have to be landed 
necessarily by the use of the ship’s own derricks or hired private cranes." 


S SATHYAM, Chairman 
[Advt No. III/IV/I43/Exty./2000] 
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